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Commissioner for Patents

This communication is sent to clarify the reference by Standnes cited in the Examiner Answer mailed 1/22/2008. The Standnes
reference ( "TheElectrical Conductivity of the Elements Table") was cited in the PTO-892 as Non-Patent Literature (NPL) citation (V)
mailed 6/5/2007 and was used as evidence of the electrical conductivities of the cited metals ( known property of each metal) in the
Final Rejection mailed 6/5/2007. The reference was restated for purposes of clarity, but was not to be construed as a "new citation of
prior art”" nor was the rejection of 9(A) of the Examiner's Answer to be viewed as new as the body of the rejection was the same. See
paragraph 4 of the Final Rejection mailed 6/5/2007 and compare the Rejection 9(A) of the Answer.In essence, as evidenced by "The
Electrical Conductivity of the Elements Table" to Standness statement does not constitute a new grounds of rejection as it is placed in
the grounds of rejection statement of 9(A) purely for consistency for the Board.

/Sylvia R MacArthur/
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1792
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